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Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election with traverse of Group I, claims 1-10 and 16-28 in the reply filed on 
5/13/08 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the cited portions of the '935 
reference do not disclose, teach or suggest the indicated linking features as suggested such as the 
'935 reference does not appear to disclose applying a continuous sheet of water as suggested 
and/or as claimed (e.g., it appears that the '935 reference requires the use of spray nozzles such 
as nozzles 3 in FIG. 1). While the argument above is acknowledged, the lack of unity would be 
proper because the special technical feature (STF) is known and set forth in the prior art. The 
STF including a coating application apparatus with water sheet application is known as 
evidenced by the rejections below such that the lack of unity is warranted. 

The requirement is still deemed reasonable, proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
Claims 8-10 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 8, line 1, "said tank" lacks antecedent basis. 

In claim 23, line 1, "claim 1 1" should be changed to —claim 1— . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 16, 17, 19, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Burger (US 4,288,255). 

Burger provides a vehicle washing apparatus comprising a coating application apparatus 
(2) to apply coating formulation (i.e., surface agent) onto a vehicle and a water sheet application 
apparatus (3) to apply a sheet of water onto the coating formulation applied previously to the 
vehicle to create a coating solution to evenly disperse the coating formulation on the vehicle. 

With respect to claim 16, Burger provides a liquid (detergent) formulation dispensing 
station (1) to apply a liquid formulation to a vehicle; and a waterfall dispensing station (3) 
arranged over the vehicle and constructed and arranged to release a generally continuous sheet of 
water onto the vehicle, the generally continuous sheet of water falling freely onto the vehicle 
from a position immediately adjacent the waterfall dispensing station and over the vehicle. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 



Application/Control Number: 10/533,175 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1792 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burger (US 
4,288,255) in view of Rendemonti (US 4,020,857). 

Burger provides a vehicle washing apparatus as mentioned above and provides a sprayer 
application arrangement (2) for dispensing rinse including a surface tension/increasing agent in 
an aqueous base but is silent concerning the spray of silicone. However, it was known in the art 
at the time the invention was made, to provide a silicone spray agent (Fig. 1; 40) in an aqueous 
base to apply as a rinse to the vehicle in order to remove excess wax as evidenced by 
Rendemonti (col. 3, lines 46-48). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to provide the aqueous based silicone agent as taught by Rendemonti as a spray agent in the 
apparatus of Rendemonti in order remove excess wax on the vehicle surface. 

Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burger (US 
4,288,255) in view of Shrigley (US 2001/0042797). 

Burger provides a vehicle washing apparatus as mentioned above and provides a water 
sheet application apparatus including a water curtain spray tube body (9) defining an enclosure 
or tank. Burger does not provide the tube body with opposed open ends for receipt of water or 
aqueous solution. However, it was known in the dispenser art, at the time the invention was 
made, to provide a tube body with opposed open ends capable of receiving liquid or water in 
order to effect a curtain spray pattern of liquid with more control of splash and provide for more 
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efficient cleaning as evidenced by Shrigley (see Fig. 11; [0042]). In light of the teachings of 
Shrigley, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the Burger tube 
body with opposed open ends for receiving water or aqueous solution to provide for a curtain 
spray pattern of liquid with more control of splash and provide for more efficient cleaning. 

With respect to claim 9, the apparatus as defined by the combination above is silent 
concerning a tubular body with a pipe within which extends to opposite ends of the body with 
plural slits/openings spaced at the bottom. However, Shrigley at least establishes the 
conventional wisdom in the dispensing art to provide a pipe within the tubular body including at 
least one slot to form the curtain spray pattern as evidenced by [0039]. In light of the teachings 
of Shrigley, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the Burger 
tube body with an interior pipe which extends to opposite ends of the tube body in order to 
control the flow of liquid from the curtain. As for the use of plural slits/openings spaced at the 
bottom of the interior pipe, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide plural openings/slots in the interior pipe to effect a desired curtain spray pattern. 

With respect to claim 10, the tube body is cylindrical in shape; however, Shrigley 
establishes that the tube can be of any desired shape as evidenced by [0037]. Therefore, it would 
be within the purview of one skilled in the art to provide the tube body as defined by the 
combination above of an appropriate shape (i.e., trapezoidal). 



Claims 18 and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burger (US 4,288,255). 
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Burger provides a vehicle washing apparatus as mentioned above and further provides a 
water sheet application apparatus including a heated water supply. Burger fails to teach the 
water supply being unheated. However, in light of energy conservation and the need to lower 
operating costs, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide unheated 
water to the water sheet application apparatus in order to save energy and lower operating costs. 

With respect to claims 21-24, Applicant's intended use of the water sheet application 
apparatus to apply a sheet of water to mix or coact or dissolve already applied coating 
formulation would go to the intended use of the apparatus and but would not structurally define 
the instantly claimed invention over the prior art to Burger. 

Claims 25-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burger (US 
4,288,255) in view of Shrigley (US 2001/0042797) in view of Syrovatka et al (US 3,883,356), 
hereinafter referred to as Syrovatka. 

Burger provides a vehicle washing apparatus as mentioned above and provides a water 
sheet application apparatus (3) including a water curtain spray tube body (9) defining an 
enclosure or tank. Burger does not provide the tube body with a supply of wax. However, it 
was known in the cleaning art, at the time the invention was made, to supply a wax based 
composition in an aqueous base as a final cold rinse to facilitate rinsing and drying of the cleaned 
vehicle with the deposition of a water repellent film on the vehicle surface as evidenced by 
Syrovatka (col. 1, lines 9-42). In light of the teachings of Syrovatka, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would readily appreciate a wax supply to the Burger tube body in order to mix with the water 
to provide for a wax based composition in an aqueous base as a final rinse to facilitate rinsing 
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and drying of the cleaned vehicle with the deposition of a water repellent film on the vehicle 
surface without the need for use of hot water. 

With respect to claim 26, Applicant's intended use of the water sheet application 
apparatus to apply a sheet of water to create a solution with coating material on the vehicle 
would go to the intended use of the apparatus and but would not structurally define the instantly 
claimed invention over the prior art to Burger. 

With respect to claim 27, Burger provides of a coating material application arrangement 
(2) to apply coating formulation (i.e., surface agent) onto a vehicle with a liquid sheet application 
arrangement (3) capable of creating a coating solution to disperse coating material on the 
vehicle. 

With respect to claim 28, the apparatus as defined by the combination above would 
provide for a liquid sheet application arrangement with gravity supplied liquid. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 2-6 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The following patents disclose the state of the art with respect to spray curtain 
apparatus: Seibusch (DE 35 1 8298) and Nolen (US 6,742,720). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura Edwards whose telephone number is (571) 272-1227. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nadine Norton can be reached on (571) 272-1465. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Laura Edwards/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1792 
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July 17, 2008 



